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"has already improved the material welfare of the Orient so greatly
as to put it heavily in debt to the West" (ibid., p. 79), So, what has
happened in the West is happening in the East; science is spreading.
The contrast is not, as Mr. Parmelee would have it when he says
that "The outstanding intellectual difference between the East and
the West is with respect to the scientific point of view and attitude
of mind,5' but between a less scientific past and a more scientific
present, both in the West and the East. Mr. Parmelee says of the
scholars of the Orient that "many of their prepossessions must be
swept away before they can begin to acquire a scientific point of
view/' It was and still is just the same with the Occidental scholars;
the process is not completed yet. The writer on "Magic" in the
Encyclopedia of Social Sciences says that "Magical ideas and proce-
dure are plentiful in contemporary civilization. The secularization
of modern life has proceeded at the expense of religion and its gods
more than of magic."

From what has been said, it may be concluded that Mr. Parmelee
is not of those who would speak of the incompatibility of Western
and Eastern cultures. The characteristics of either exist in both,
though in different proportions; the proportions, however, have
* not remained constant in time. The West and the East are on the
same road, the latter following the former. This can only mean a
lag in time, but not a fundamental difference of kind, as it were.

But a fundamental difference is implied when he enquires "why
the Orient failed to reach the scientific stage of its own accord," and
avers that "there is no reason to believe that without the leadership
of the Occident the East would not have attained this stage for a
very long time, if ever" (ibid., p. 76). In this he has the support of
Professor A. N. Whitehead, whom he quotes. "There is no reason
to doubt the intrinsic capacity of individual  Chinamen for the
pursuit of science. And yet Chinese science is practically negligible.
There is no reason to believe that China, if left to itself, would have
ever produced any progress in science. The same may be said of
India" (ibid., p. Sr). Here Messrs. Parmelee and Whitehead pass
from the recording of past history to the enunciation of a socio-
logical law: unassisted by the West, the East cannot develop science.